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DETAILED ACTION 

Status of Claims 

Applicant has amended independent claims 1 and 16. No claims were canceled; no new 
claims have been added. Thus, claims 1 - 21 are pending in this application. 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments and amendments filed on 07 February 2008 with respect to 
rejections of claims 1 and 16 under 35 USC § 112, 2 nd paragraph, and rejections of claims 1 - 
21 under 35 USC § 103(a), have been fully considered. 

2. Examiner agrees with amendments to claims 1 and 16 in order to overcome rejections 
under 35 USC § 1 12, 2 nd paragraph and, accordingly, withdraws rejections. 

3. Applicant's arguments filed on 07 February 2008 with respect to rejections of claims 1 - 
21 under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) have been fully considered but are moot in view of new grounds of 
rejection. 

Specification 

4. Applicant cooperation is requested in correcting any error of which applicant may 
become aware in the specification. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1 - 10, 14 - 17, 20 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bjerre et al (USPub. No.2002/01 2391 1) in view of Lancaster (USPub. No. 
2002/0133456). 

7. Regarding claim 1, Bjerre teaches: 

• receiving capacity release data from a plurality of carriers, said capacity release 
data pertaining at least to said two modes of transportation [0032 and 0036]; 

• bundling capacity releases in accordance with a geographic bundling criterion, 
thereby creating a plurality, of available derivative contracts [0036]; 

• receiving a derivative purchase request from said first user for capacity between said 
first location and said second location, said derivative purchase request having contract 
requirements that specify at least a shipment volume and a performance time [0038. Examiner 
interprets booking request as inferring Applicant's receiving derivative purchase request]; 

• selecting a subset of said group of derivative contracts to satisfy, said derivative 
purchase request, said subset including at least a first derivative contract for a first mode of said 
two transportation modes and a second derivative contract for a second mode of said two 
transportation modes, said two transportation modes represent two from a set of air mode, sea 
mode, rail mode, and truck mode [see at least 0051 - 0053. See 0028 regarding modes of 
transport]; 
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• displaying said group of derivative contracts in a first data section of a computer 
window on a computer display screen for viewing; and 

• simultaneously displaying user-specific forecast data in a second data section of said 
computer window, said user-specific forecast data pertaining to demand forecasts by shippers 
between said first location and said second location, said user-specific forecast data does not 
include forecasts associated with any shipper that has not expressed a prior implicit or explicit 
authorization for said first user to view their forecast data [0040 and 0041 . Examiner interprets 
availability for handling the proposed booking as analogous to Applicant's user-specific 
forecast data]. 

Bjerre does not explicitly disclose contract information in regards to derivative 
contracts, specifically: 

• obtaining from said plurality of derivative contracts a group of derivative contracts 
that satisfy, said contract requirements; and 

• selecting a subset of said group of derivative contracts to satisfy, said derivative 
purchase request, said subset including at least a first derivative contract for a first mode of said 
two transportation modes and a second derivative contract for a second mode of said two 
transportation modes; 

However, Lancaster discloses systems and methods for utilizing derivative instruments 
in capacity-driven industries [0068]. Lancaster discloses blocking space for cruise line and an 
airline in the travel industry [0133] and further buying of rights and selling of obligations in the 
distribution of services including travel service [0134]. Examiner notes a cruise line and an 
airline indicate two modes of transportation. 
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Although Lancaster discusses derivative-based distribution, exchanging of rights and 
obligations in light of the travel industry, he indicates applicability for capacity based products, 
products based on the ability to transport items from one geographic location to another [0082]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of Bjerre's invention to include bundling of derivative contracts in the transportation industry as 
taught by Lancaster because by classifying these rights and obligations into contracts, one can 
sell, trade and exchange such contracts in the distribution chain. Such structuring of the 
distribution chain improves efficiency throughout the industry as risks of doing business are 
spread fairly across all participating players [Lancaster 0134]. 

8. Regarding claims 2 and 3, Bjerre teaches a first user is simultaneously a shipper and a 
forwarder, or a forwarder and not a shipper [see at least 0042 and 0065]. 

9. Regarding claim 4, Bjerre teaches a data item in said user-specific forecast data 
includes only a portion of a total volume forecast from a first shipper, said total volume forecast 
represents a total volume of shipping required by said first shipper between said first location 
and said second location during a time frame that fall within a time frame specified in said 
contract requirements [see at least 0033 and 0038 - 0040. Examiner notes that the common 
carrier system adding or subtracting information as needed for each carrier as indicative of 
Applicant's including only a portion of the total volume forecast data.]. 

10. Regarding claim 5, Bjerre teaches limiting in accordance to a lane restriction criterion 
[see at least 0071]. 

1 1 . Regarding claim 6, Bjerre teaches limiting in accordance to a geographic restriction 
criterion [see at least 0070]. 
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12. Regarding claim 7, Bjerre teaches limiting in accordance to a mode restriction criterion 
[see at least 0075 ] 

13. Regarding claims 8, 9, 14, and 15, Bjerre does not specifically disclose derivative 
purchase requests as representing futures purchase requests or option purchase requests. 

However, Lancaster discloses the use of derivative products being traded as options, 
including futures [see at least Abstract, 0128, 0137 - 0138]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of Bjerre's invention to include futures purchase requests or option purchase requests as 
taught by Lancaster because the use of such financial instruments address the needs of 
capacity buyers, allowing them to issue, price and sell financial instruments; and encapsulating 
the rights and obligations to sell and purchase capacity-based services [Lancaster 0138]. 

14. Regarding claim 10, Bjerre teaches the computer window implemented via an Internet 
Browser [see at least 0007 and 0037. Examiner notes that receiving and sending data over the 
internet necessitates the use of an internet browser]. 

15. Claim 16 is an apparatus claim which is parallel to the method of claim 1 and is thus 
rejected for the same reasons. 

16. Claim 17 is an apparatus claim which is parallel to the method of claim 10 and is thus 
rejected for the same reasons. 

17. Claims 21 and 22 are apparatus claims which are parallel to the methods of claim 14 
and 15, respectively, and are thus rejected for the same reasons. 
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18. Claims 11 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bjerre in view of Lancaster in further view of Scheer (USPub. No. US 2002/0138358). 

19. Regarding claim 1 1 , neither Bjerre nor Lancaster teach: 

• user-specific forecast data includes self-assessed qualitative ratings by said shipper, 
said self-assessed qualitative ratings being performed using at least four of a set of criteria that 
includes demand, manufacturing readiness, manufacturing location, capacity, product, lane, and 
lane stability. 

Scheer discloses a supply chain management method involving the flow of material, 
information, and money between customers, suppliers, manufacturers, distributors and, 
possibly, financial institutions [0002]. He further discloses: 

• a supply chain management system and method which would allow companies to 
operate an entire supply chain on a "just in time" basis [paragraph 0023. Examiner interprets 
allowing companies to operate an entire supply chain as representative of Applicant's self- 
assessed qualitative ratings in that "the collection of functions and features implemented 
in software and/or hardware. . . make the operation and management of the supply chain 
as automated as possible". Examiner interprets operating a supply chain on a "just in time" 
basis as representative of Applicant's manufacturing readiness]. 

Scheer further discloses a database of forecast data [paragraph 0024], which may be 
comprised of the following: 

• capacity [0025. Examiner interprets consumption rates as representing Applicant's 
capacity]. 

• demand [paragraph 0026 and 0027] 

• location [see at least 0163. Examiner notes that excess inventory is related to the 
stocking level for a location]. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having an ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Bjerre's invention to include supply chain management system and method as 
taught by Scheer because it would allow a customer to determine if a product is in-house or 
needs to be from a distributor or supplier [Scheer 0031]. 

20. Claim 18 is an apparatus claim which is parallel to the method of claim 1 1 and is thus 
rejected for the same reasons. 

21. Claims 12 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bjerre in view of Lancaster in further view of Scheer, as applied to claiml 1 , in further view of 
Nafeh et al (USPub. No. 2002/0069155). 

22. Regarding claim 12, neither Bjerre, Lancaster, nor Scheer teach: 

• displaying data pertaining to said first purchased derivative contract along with linkage 
data between a first component segment covered by said first purchased derivative 
contract and a second component segment covered by a second purchased derivative 
contract, said first component segment and said second component segment 
representing component segments of a single end-to-end shipping order, and 
However, Nafeh discloses his Executive Summary Page for each contract bundle which 
displays real time quotes for the best bid and offer for each contract in each outstanding series 
of the contract bundle [0466]. The Executive Summary Page also shows the expiration date for 
each outstanding series, the payout criterion for each contract, and the current rate, level, or 
value of the underlying. The Executive Summary Page allows the member to hyperlink to the 
rules describing the contract bundle and contracts, charts showing the trading history of all the 
contracts, and a glossary of terms related to the contract bundles, contracts, and the underlying. 
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Examiner interprets hyperlinking to the rules describing the contract bundle and contracts, etc. 
as analogous to Applicant's displaying linkage data. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having an ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Bjerre's invention to include displaying derivative contract data along with 
linkage data as taught by Nafeh because it would allow a user to determine a applicable 
derivative data need to make an informed decision when trading them. 

23. Regarding claim 13, Nafeh, teaches: 

• enabling said first user to trade said first purchased derivative contract in an adjustment 
market after said expiration. 

Nafeh discloses in his invention a computer-network based futures trading system, or 
platform, which is electronically accessible by prospective traders, for enabling transactions 
related to futures contracts and futures contract bundles [paragraph 0035. Examiner interprets 
a prospective trader as Applicant's first user]. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having an ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the Bjerre's invention to include enabling a user to trade derivative contracts after an 
earlier option had expired as taught by Nafeh because it allows a user to trade options 
efficiently. 

24. Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bjerre in view 
of Lancaster in further view of Official Notice. 

25. Regarding claim 19, Lancaster teaches capacity releases being further bundled in 
accordance with a time frame criterion to create said plurality of available derivative contracts. 
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Examiner takes Official Notice that in the art of trading freight derivatives many 
derivatives such as puts and calls have a time limit on when they may be exercised. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of Bjerre's invention to include creating derivative contracts with a time frame criterion because 
in the art of trading freight derivatives, it is well known that shipping of goods is time and 
schedule dependent. 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .I 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, however, 
will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Ed Baird whose telephone number is (571 ) 270-3330. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday - Thursday 7:30 am - 5:00 pm Eastern Time. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jay Kramer can be reached on (571 ) 272-6783. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Ed Baird/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3693 
571-270-3330 



/James A. Kramer/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 3693 



